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OPINION
PER CURIAM:

Angel Pedraza-Roman appeals the district court's denial of his
petition for awrit of habeas corpus. Pedraza-Roman entered the
United Statesillegally in 1990. In 1991 he failed to show up for his
deportation hearing and was ordered deported in absentia. Pedraza-
Roman lived in this country undetected until 1997, when hefiled a
motion with the INS to reopen his deportation proceedings. In his
motion he claimed he had not had notice of his original deportation
hearing, although he admitted that he had |earned of the outstanding
deportation order in 1993. Following Pedraza-Roman's filing with the
INSin 1997, the agency took him into custody and detained him
under the outstanding warrant for his deportation. An immigration
judge thereafter denied the motion to reopen. Pedraza-Roman then
filed amotion to reconsider the denial of this motion, which the
immigration judge also denied. Pedraza-Roman has appealed that
decision to the BIA, and the appeal is till pending.

While his administrative proceedings were ongoing, Pedraza-

Roman filed a complaint in the United States District Court for the
District of Columbia seeking a stay of deportation and release from
detention. That court granted him a stay of deportation but denied his
request for release. Pedraza-Roman then filed a petition for awrit of
habeas corpusin district court in the Eastern District of Virginia, chal-
lenging the length of his detention and disputing the INS's authority
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to detain him. The district court denied the writ after a hearing, and
Pedraza-Roman has appealed. After considering the briefs, the joint
appendix, and the oral arguments of counsel, we affirm on the reason-
ing of the district court. See Pedraza-Roman v. Carroll, No. 97-1307-
A (E.D. Va Sept. 5, 1997) (hearing on motions).

AFFIRMED



